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in the United States Circuit Court yesterday the
case of Carl Vogt was up for argument before Judge
Blatchford on writs of habeas corpus and certiorari.
Vogt is claimed to be a Prussian subject. It Is

charged against him that ho is guilty of the
offences of murder, robbery and arson at Brussels,
In the Kingdom of Dolgium, and It is held by the
Prussian government, who have made a demand
npon the United States lor his extradition, that
their laws give them jurisdiction over crimes com*
muted by Prussian subjects in foreign territories.
This being so, Prussia, If it can get hold of Vogt,
inay try lum for the alleged murder the same as If
It was perpetrated on Prussia* soil ; while, on the
Other hand, counsel lor the accused maintains that
It would be fctraluing the treaty too lar to comply
With this demand of the German government. The
question is an extremely important one, an I has
How been raised for the first time in this country.
Judge Blatchford will render his decision In the
Course of the ensuing week.
Jacob 0. Smith, who had carried on the business

t>f a wholesale boot nBd shoe dealer in this city,
was charged with acts of alleged lruudulant ban It-

ruptoy. He left for Chicago some time since, and
Was brought back yesterday by Deputy Marshal
Purvis. Defendant was held lor trial.
The case of George McDonnell, one of the allogcd

forgers upon the Bank of England, had been set
aown for continued examination yesterday before
Commissioner Gntman, but It was adjourned till
the 24th inst, on tho application ol counsel ror the
defendant. Counsel for the British government
Rtato that they have received from London several
depositions of an important character. The con¬
tents of these depositions will not be made public
until the time comes lor reading them In evidence
before the Commissioner,
The two remaining Jurors required for the trial

©f George Shefflln, who was brought to trial on

Tuesday lu the Court of Oyer and Terminer, before
Judge Brady, on a charge ot murdering his wife,
Was obtained yesterday morning from the extra
panel summoned for that purpose. When tlie Court
had adjourned all the testimony for the prosecution
had been submitted. The case for the defence will
be opened this morning, and It Is the Intention to
finish the trial to-day li possible.

? trial yesterday before Judge Davis, holding
Supreme Court Circuit, revived paiuiul reminis¬
cences of the riots in this city in July. 1863. A poor
Shoemaker, who was robbed by a gang of the
rioters of some money and a portion oi his stock in
trade, obtained a verdict against the city indemni¬
fying him for his losses.
In the Superior Court, yesterday, before Judge

Freedman, a verdict of $10,000 was obtained against
the Mutual ilcncflt Life Insurance Company on a
life insurance policy. The deiendants were willing
to have a Judgment entered for the amount of tho
policy, but the plaintiff wanted more, and got it In
the shape of costs and an extra allowance.
Considerable time was occupied yesterday In

Supreme Court Chambers, before Judge Fancher,
discussing the question of granting a peremptory
mandamus against the Comptroller, directing him
to pay M. Kazinskl, Interpreter of tho Courts, an
amount alleged to be due him upon the raising of
his salary rrom (2,000 to $3,500 per annum. After
hearing the argument the Court tooE the papers,
reserving its decision.
The old suit ot J. L. Brown for f 8C.,ooo for extra

street cleaning has been too often ventilated in
the Hbk.w.d to have the facts forgotten, in a re¬
cent suit it was shown that $70,000 was the most
that could be rightfully claimed. Application was
made to the Board ol Audit to audit and allow
the claim at this amount, which was refused. Ap¬
plication was accordingly made yesterday before
Judge Fancher at Supremo Court Chambers for a

peremptory writ against the Board, directing it to
audit and allow the claim {it the figures statod.
Thia Judge Fancher would not do, but granted in
Its stead an alternative writ, so that the case will
come up soon again for reargument.

THE WIFE MURDER TRIAL.

Second Day of the Trial of George Shef-
flIn.A 11 the Testimony Submitted for
the Prosecution.The Details of the
Horrible Crime.Probable Completion
'of the Trial To-Day.
The second ilay of the trial of George Shcfflin, on

. charge of having murdered his wife on the 15th

.f last January, In the rear tenement house 414
East Kleveuth street, attracted yesterday, in the
Oonrt of oyer and Terminer, Judge Itrady on the
benoh, as large and curiously eager a throng as on
the opening day of the trial. ShctVin was brought
promptly into Conrt by the Deputy Sheriffs having
him in charge, and presented the same stolid ap*
pearance as on bis first arraignment. He was
given his scat as before behind his counsel, Mr.
;William F. Howe and Abe H. Hummel. District
Attorney Phelps, who adds to his many other vir¬
tues that of punctuality, was early on hand, as

likewise was his ablo and indefatigable assistant,
Mr. Lyons.

COMPLETING THE JURY.
. The ten Jurors previously obtained wcro also
early In their places. It took nearly two hours to
fill the two remaining vacancics in the Jury box,
owing to the lact of a large number of those exam¬
ined from the flist panel being opposed te capital
punishment. The jury as finally obtained consists
pf the following gentlemen:.Marvin Brlggs, Kob
ert F. Cooke, Francis A. Murdoch, Hugh Corcoran,
Henry 0. Wentworth, Frederick H. W. Hatin, Henry
V. Ryder, Emll F. Seharff, Henry Klenen, Joseph
Swing, John C. Valentine and Abraham W. Maas.
Having reached this progressive stage In the case,
though the time by no means dragged slowly,
owing to tho varied amusing but searching inter¬
rogatories of Mr. Howe, whose fnnd of wit seems to
|>e as exhaustless as It Is fresh and pungent, a re-
eess was taken for an hour.

OrESINO TIIE CASE.
'On the reassembling of the court Mr. PhelpsOpened the case on behalf ot the people. He said
that the present was another instance oi one of
those shocking, sickening crimes that so olten ai-
flict this community. It was one or those crimes
that could only be suppressed i>> a falthrul execu¬
tion of the law. It was a painful lact that
human life was losing its sanctity in this commu¬
nity. A great responsibility rested on them a* Ju¬
rors. All that he could ask at their hands was an
Impartial verdict on tho evidence. He then pro¬
ceeded to recite the facts of tho alleged murder.
At the tlmo of the killing the prisoner and his wlfo
were living sepnrate. lie lived up town and she
was stavtug with his parents and a sister. Tliev

lived »n tne groan* floor of the building rear »f
414 Earn Eleventh street. On the evening or the
tragedy the prisoner had been to a meeting of
plasterers, he being a plasterer by occupation, and
ar.er that wont to this house. All of them were
addicted to the unlortunate habit of drinking to
exeess. The uext morning the police were notified
of the murder, and, on repairing to tne place, a
scene 01 most disgusting brutality met their gaze.
She lay In a pool of blood, her body covered with
bruises and her scalp nearly torn lrom her head.
The prisoner had gone to his residence and was
there arrested. He could think of no excuse for
so atrocious a murder, though whatever excuse

t uere might be tliey would hoar from the prisoner
and his able counsel. All lie could ask was a con¬
scientious verdict at their hands.

TESTIMONY FOB TUB PKOSECCTT0X.
Terrenoe Riley was tne first witness called. Fie

testltled thai he belonged to the Seventeenth po¬
lice precinct ; on the 16th of January last he went
to 414 East Eleventh streot; two tenement houses
are built on the lot. one in front and one in tho
rear; he went Into the renr house, and In a rear
room on the ground floor he found two wemen,
both of whom were asleep; he woke them up ana
found they were intoxicated ; in the adjoining room
was a woman lying dead on a mattress; she was
entirely nude ; ho lound her scalp nearly removed;
he saw the prisoner that nlpht at the station
house ; the prisoner was in a cell.
To Mr. Howe.lie had on a cap, and Shotllinmust

have known that he was an officer; lie told tho
prisoner that this was hii unfortunate affair, and
asked him how it happened.

Q. Did you not tell htm that it would be better
for him to tell vou all about the ailalr ? A. Not to
the best of mv recollection.
Mr. Howe objected to this line of evidence as in¬

competent. but the objection was overruled and
exception taken.
Witness resuming.Tho prisoner said he had

beon drinking; I asked him hew about the scalp,
and be f>ald he supposed he did It kicking; I asked
about the knlie, and he said he didn't know about
that (common table kntfe shown) ; tkls knife 1
picked up on the premises: it was in the same con¬
dition as it Is now, except that l think the spots ou
it were wet; t thought tho spots were blood.
Cross-examined by Mr. Howe. Q. Was the blood

congealed? A. I don't know that congealed; I
never studied the dictionary.

Q. Was it transparent? A. Yes.
Q. What do you mean by transparent* A. Clear.
Mr. Howe.That's clear. (Laughter.)
Officer Edward Kennedy testified that he, too,

visitod tho house, and found the last witness there.
Ho corroborated substantially the evidence of the

last witness. There whs blood In the corners oi the
outer room, between the bedroom door and the
hall door, covering perhaps half a foot or more ; In
the lnnor room it was too dark to see anything
until a matoh was struck; he found the knife on
tho table in the front room and gave it to the last
witness. Considerable merriment was canned
bv the cross-examluatlon of this witness, but no
facta of special interest were elicited.
Ferdinand Stunstrom, who occupies a lager

beer saloon in the front of the two bnlldlngs,
testified that six months belore the occur¬
rence Shefflin had moved Into the rear build¬
ing, but had left It some two months before; his
wite also left, but came back ; he saw Shefflin the
morning alter the killing, when Shefflin told him
that he nad been at. a meeting last night and was
downhearted about his fattier going to the hospital:
he ha<t drank a little more than ne ought to. and
when he came in the night before he quarrelled
with his wife, and he "licked" her in the room and
out of it; he lay down on the bed, and when ho
woke up found his wife lying dead with the quilt
over her.
Cross-examination.Tho prisoner's wife drank

frequently ; she was drunk almost every day.
Detective officer James 1'. bennott testified that

he arrested the prisoner about fsar i\ M, in the af¬
ternoon of tho 15th, ftt 1.S45 Third avenue; he
found him In a bed room on the third door, asleep;
he woke him up, told him to dress himself and go
with him, as he was his prisoner; he took him to
Police Headquarters; on the way tne prisoner told
him that he beat his wife because he saw a man
corning out of her room, but that he did not mean
to kill her.
Dr. Simeon M. Leo, Deputy Coroner, testified that

he saw the body oi the murdered woman at 414
East Eleventh street, and subsequently assisted at

a post-mortem examination of the body ; lie fomnd
a contused wound over the left eve and bruises on

the left arm, left shoulder and left hand knuckles,
and the lelt hip excoriated ; the scalp had been
loosened lrom just above the eyebrows to near tho
centre of the back of tho head ; the cause oi death,
In his opinion, was hemorrhage from the removal
of the scalp, exposure and the bodily Injuries to
which she had been subjected.
Cross-examination.Will you undertake to swear

that she did not die of delirium tremens ? A. I
don't think she did.

Q. Can you sav she did not f A. I cannot.
Q. Can you tell whether either hemorrhage,

bruises or exposure might have caused her death t
A. Either might.

Q. Would not falling against the edge of a stove
remove the scalp ? A. Kicking would.
Q. Were there any contused marks on the head »

A. No, sir; falling against a sharp substance might
have removed the scalp.

Dr. Jaueway, one of the physicians at Be'.levue
Hospital, testified that he made a post-mortem ex¬
amination of the body of tho deceased ; be described
the external injuries substantially as the previous
witness; he described ai* additional wound on tho
abdomen and one on the lower part of tho spinal
column j the internal organs were healthy, except
the Itvor, which was slightly fatty; he attributed
death to hemorrhage and shock from her injuries.
Cross-examination.Q. Were the arteries af¬

fected by tho removal of the scalp, cut or torn ?
A. They were severed.

Q. Any layman could teil that. Can yon not tell
whether they were cut or torn . A. It was neither
a clean cut or j.igged.

Q. Can \ ou swear to the cause of her death ? A.
I cannot positively swear irom what I saw.

Mr. Phelps announced that the above testimony
closed the case lor the prosecution. Judge Brady
tol I tho jury that ho should not keep them to¬
gether, but In allowing them to go to their homes
cautioned them against talking over the matter
with any one or reading the accounts In the papers.
The Court then adjourned till this morntng, when
Mr. Howe will open the case lor the defence and
call his witnesses. It Is proposed to finish the
trial to-day 11 possible.

THE VOGr EXTRADITION CASE.

1 Argnment Upon the Writ* of lUbrits
Corpus and Certiorari.Decision Ho¬
se rred.
In the United States Circuit Coart yesterday

Judge Blatchford sat to hear the arguments on the
writs of habeas corpus and certiorari in the case of
Carl Vogt, a Prussian subject, who is accused of
having committed murder in Brussels, Belgium.
The extradition of Vogt Las been demanded by the
German Empire, on the ground that a Prussian
subject who commits a crime in a foreigu territory
is amenable to Prussian law.
Mr. William F. Klntzinff appeared as counsel for

the prisoner and ex-Governor Salomons for the
Oerman Empire.
The prisoner was in Court, attended by some

friends. lie is a man of rather good appearance,
and seomcd to be perfectly composed.

ARCJUMKNT OF COUNSEL.
Mr. Kintzing, after reading the complaint that

had been made In this case, proceeded to discus
the question whether Prussia could lollow this
man, the prisoner, all over the world for an offence
committed in the Kingdom of Belgium? If a Prus¬
sian subject to-day assaulted a cltizcu oithe United
States In the streets of New York, could it be pre¬
tended for a moment, that Prussia could bring that
subject back and try him for that offence? Such a
thing as that could not be permitted. He con¬
tended that the treaty could ouly be taken as mean¬
ing that rrussla could only punish offenders for
crimes committed within her tetritory, or territor¬
ial jurisdiction. If the contrary doctrine were to
be upheld, the kingdom of Belgium would never
seek a treaty with the United State*; and there
never could be lriendly relations between
the two governments. In an opinion delivered
by Mr. Caleb dialling when he was Attorney Gen¬
eral of the United States, he -stated that no person
could be extradited unless for a crime committed
within the territorial jurisdiction of the demanding
country. Counsel went on to arjrue that unless the
oil'once had been committed wltoln the territory of
Prussia the prisoner could not be extradited under
the treaty or ISA'J.
Ex-Governor Salomons replied on the part of the

German government, lie said the case was a very
important one, especially when the Court con¬
sidered the fact that the mandate of the IMesldent
had been granted on the requisition of the German

fovernment for the extradition ot the prisoner,
liuslt would i>e seen that tho two contracting

parties were united in their construction of
the treaty. They came to the treaty, and
must turn to the proper meanintt of the
word "Jurisdiction.'' II the construction pnt by
the learned counsel upon the word "jurisdiction"
was the proper one, ho as to prefix to that word
"territorial jurisdiction,'' it meant tlie same thing
as vvitliln the country or territory of either party.
Lot him see it those words were found in other
parts ot the treaty, and if by the word "Jurisdic¬
tion" there was meant "territorial jurisdiction."Tho preamble to the treaty used these words:.
"Within the territories and Jurisdiction of either
party;" "for the purpose ol preventing the com¬
mission of crimes within the territories and juris¬
diction or either party." it was to be observed
that by using the two words, "territories" an 1
"Jurisdiction," it was intended to give more power
to the Court than bv the use of either of
tho words standing 'alone. He thought it
must be claimed for the treaty that every
word used therein must lie given effect to. When
they came down t<> the construction of the treaty
they must do so with the same exactitude as they
would do in regard to the constitution of the
United (Mates, in which every word was supposed
to have significance and Importance, ir the con¬
struction put upon the treaty by the learned coun¬
sel on the other side wan the proper one, then the
use of tho word "Jnrlseiction" in the treaty was
meaningless. Jurisdiction was the power and
authority to Investigate and dodde, ana that was
the general definition alven to It by Webster.
Judge IiiatvUXord Mtld he louaU iu the origins

German of tlie treaty the word "jurisdiction," and
there wan another word, aUerman word, also used
to expreas something like the same thing.
Mr. Salomons said Tno word "Jurisdiction" Is the

treaty meant the legal power or authority to adju¬
dicate upon the orlme without reference to terri¬
tory, so that If they gave to the word '.jurisdic¬
tion" Its large and proper meaning tuey could see
tne reason why tne words "for crimes committed
within the Jurisdiction of either party by ineu
found within the territory and Jurisdiction of either
party" weie used. In other words, if a man com¬
mitted the crime of murder so that the i'russluu
Court should have Jurisdiction of the crime and he
should flee to and be found In the territory of the
1'iilted States, he shnll be delivered up; und so.
if a citizen ol the Uaited States should somewhere
commit a murder, for which by the laws of the
United States he may be punished, and should seek
an usylnm in Prussia, It would be the duty of Prus¬
sia to deliver him up. But whenever any person
accusod of the crimes enumerated In the treaty
committed a new crime in the territory to which
he has tied, such person should not lie deltvored
up, under the stipulation of the treaty, until
he had been punished for that offence. It
was a well-known lact that the principles ol Inter¬
national law, as they existed all over the Con¬
tinent of Europe, enabled governments there to

Cunlsh citizens uot only for offences committed in,
ut committed out of their territories, if the

parties were brought back to the country to which
their allegiance belonged. The prisoner was a sub¬
ject of Prussia ; he was brought up there, and had
been In the aruv ; he weut to Belgium, where he com¬
mitted the atrocious crimes ol murder, robbery and
arson. From Belmura he tied to England, and from
thenco to the United States, where he was found.
An application was made to the government or
the United States; but that government, actinn up
to its traditional policy, did not surrender alleged
criminals except to countries with which it had
entered into extradition treaties. Then on appli¬
cation was made to the Governor of the State for
the extradition ol the accused; hut this request
was not complied with, on the ground that to the
general government alone belonged the power to
extradite. Then the Prussian government, being
requested, he presumed, by the Belitian govern¬
ment, initiated proceedings, and asked the United
States to hand the prisoner over to them for trial
under the laws or Prussia In existence at the very
time this treaty was made. It seemed to him,
therefore, without any further reflection
than reading the treaty, unless there
was some authoritative exposition of the
law contrary to what he had said, or evidently
something in the treaty which, in his judgment,
would be contrary to public policy, that the con¬
struction of the treatv for which he had contended
was the one at least Intended by one of the high
contracting parties, and no doubt by both, when
the treaty waft made. Each country would, of
course, Interfere to punish for crimo committed
within its territory. Under treaties made with
Turkey, China and Japan, in 1944, Jurisdiction over
citizens ol the United States, accused of crimes,
had been ceded to those countries. The United
States had, by treaty and by law, provided for the
punishment of crimes committed bv citizens of the
United States within the jurisdiction of other coun¬
tries.
The Court remarked that the Consul at Shanghae

had hung several persons there for the commission
of murder.
Mr. Salomons remarked that even in treaties

made with semi-t»arbarous nations they had ob¬
tained the right to try their citizens lor crimes
committed there.ror crimes committed within the
territory ol another sovereign. Ther had given to
their representatives resident in barbarous and
non-civilized countries the absolute power of there
trying citizens ol the United States lor crimes com¬
mitted In those countries. Alter relerring at
length to various authorities on international law,
and especially to Wharton, Mr. Salomons concluded
an elaborate argument by expressing a hope that
the Court would feel bound to deliver such an opin¬
ion in this matter as would enable the proper au¬
thorities to send the prisoner back to answer lor
the despefato crime he had committed.
The Court said as the question was an important

one.he did not know that sucii a point had been
raised before.he would deliver an oral opinion in
the caso about the middle of next week, as he
should not have time to write one. He would
notir.v counsel on both sides of the time when he
would give lita decision.

BUSINESS IN THE OTHER COURTS.

SUPREME COURT.CIRCUIT.PART 2.
A Small Memento of the Big Riot.

Before Judge Davis.
Snits for damages received by citizens during

the riots in this city in 1803 It was supposed had
long ago reached their terminating point. A trial
In this Court yesterday demonstrates, It appears,
the eTroneousness of this conclusion. Peter Sharf-
fer, a shoemaker, sued the city to recover |92 and
interest. In his testimony he stated that during
the riots, or, more accurately speaking, on the lath
of July, 1863, fonr men came into his shoe store,
and, with the freedom of manner in vogue at that
time, aemandesl his money or his life. Preferring
to give up his money rather than give up the ghost
in this unceremonious wav. he gave them fJO,
which was ail the money he nad. But this did not
not sat'gfy his visitors, it seems, as they helped
themselves In addition to $72 worth ol his boots
aud shoes.
Mr. l>ean, on behalf of the city, moved a dis¬

missal of the complaint, on the ground that the
evidence did not show that the parties robbing him
nad anything to do with the riot then in progress
in the city.
Judge Davis denied the motion to dismiss the

complaint, aud when the time came to charge the
jury gave it as his opinion that, from all the sur¬
roundings of the case, there could be but little if
Hny doubt that the parties threatening Mr. s>haeffer
and robbing him were part and parcel of the law¬
less gam* who thus, by tills act or hlicliaiided out¬
lawry, spread such terror throughout the city.
The Jury took but a short time to deliberate upon

the case and brought in a verdict ror f 100, being
the full amoum claimed, with Interest.

SIPP.EME COURT.CHAMBERS.
Decision**

By Judge Barrett.
Bruce vs. Todhunter..Motion denied without

costs.
In the matter of the petition of Catharine Day,

Ac..Beport confirmed r.nd order granted.
. Morgen et ut. vs. Collis ct al..Reference or¬
dered.
Van Winkle vs. Sage et al..Motion granted.
Brown vs. Wright.. Motion to vacato attach¬

ment denied with $10 costs.
Manhattan Savings Institution vs. Cambrelitig

et al..Exceptions overruled and report confirmed.
Counsel fee to Mr. Pyueof $70 besides disburse¬
ments.
Spear vs. Baxter et al..Motion granted and

order modified und settled.
Pennington et al. vs. National Spring Company.

Motion granted.
cashing v^jushlng..Motion for alimony is de¬

nied and counsel fee of $lt>0 is awarded to de¬
fendant.
In the matter of the writ of habeas corpus to

produce the body or Bosannah Murphy 1 consider
that the question presented is rrtt adjwUcata, and
that the petitioner had no right to apply upaln
until the lapse of nt least a year from the date of
Judge Leonard's decision. Writ dismissed.
Heraghty et al. vs. Iladock..Motion denied.

By Jndge Harden.
Williams vs. Irviug..rapers with the librarian,

Mr. Kuijfht.
COURT OF OYER AND TERMINER.

Alt Riiglt«h Tlcket-of-L«'ave Mab<
Before Judge Brady.

Preliminary to ruling upon the trial of George
Shefflin, the alleged wife murderer, In this Court
jesierdity, Edward Dent, who, on Monday last, was
found guilty of burglary In the third degree and
remanded till yesterday, was brought up for sen¬
tence.
Mr. William t. Howe, his counsel, appealed to the

Court to be mercliul, urging that the prisoner had
a young wife nnd twe small children, and that this

was the first time he was ever beiore the Court
since his arrival in this country.
Judge Brady replied that he was Informed that

the prisoner was an English professional thief, and
that he would show no mercy to any ef this class
brought before him. It wtis to be regretted that
he had a wife and children who would suffer for his
otrence, bnt the prisoner should Have thought of
that before he placed himself in such a position,
lie would give him the full penalty of the law.five
years in State Prison with hard labor.

SUPERIOR COURT-TRIAL TERIU.PART I.
Verdict Against a Life Insurance Com.

panjr.
Before Judge Freedman.

The suit of (trace iioole, assignee of John Hoole,
Jr., against the Mutual Benefit Life Insurance Com¬
pany, for $10,000 on a lire insurance policy, came
to trial yesterday In this Court. For tho defence
nn offer was made of the full amount claimed with
costs, but this was not accepted. The result was,
in uddition to a verdict for whole sum and in¬
terest, the plaintiff jrot costs and an extra allow¬
ance was granted beside.

MARINE COURT-PART I.
Action on . Contract for the Purchase

of Real Estate>
Before Jndge Curtis.

Portner vs. Krlshart..This was an action brought
by plaintiff, as assignee of tho cho*p in action, to
recover damages against defendant, a married
woman, having a sole and separate estate, for
alleged breach of contract to convey real estate.
It appears that Daniel Erlshart, the assignor of
plaintiff, entered Into a contract under
seal with defendant for the purchase
of a hotisi and lot in Forsyth street, agree¬
ing to give in return promissory notes for
)l&o ouch, aid also the assignment ol two certain
inortRiiKes upon premises in I.inden streot, Brook¬
lyn, 1'UC «9»igUvf M14 $300 down to bind the bar.

gain, but when the time of performance came the
defendant refused to comply with the contract.
The answer of the defendant wan First.Fraud,

misrepresentation and deceit, in this, that the as¬
signor or plaintiff was financially worthless, and
his notes good for nothlnf. Second.That the
ussiguor of the Brooklyn mortgages had
no color of title, the mortgages having
been obtained by fraud from the mortgagor,
one Mine. Blvgert, the owner In fee
ol the Brooklvn property. Jndge Curtis charged
the Jury that although contracts under seal were
to be construed strictly, yet lu legal contemplation
the defendant was entitled to havo tendered to
her good marketable and negotiable paper and
valid mortgages; that the onus proiieiutl was on
the plaintia to snow that tho assignor was able
and willing to perform tils part of the contract at
the time and in the manner specified In the con¬
tract: that the notes should at the time have been
signed, the deed perfected and teuilered to de¬
fendant for her signature, and that the mort¬
gage* should have been valid and of such
nature as could be enforced; that if they were
satisfied that the plaintiff had not established these
things affirmatively no right of action aicrneu as
against defendant; that the assignor of the Brook¬
lyn mortgage acquired ne greater tl'le than was
vested In the owner of the ice, and it was con¬
tended that her title was clouded, and that »icam-
brances ol record still existed against the prop¬
erty and that the Court was not ousted of juris¬
diction, as the question of title to real estate did
net arise lrom the statement and proofs of plain¬
tiff's case, and defendant had failed to conform to
the provisions of the law relative to the removal
ot the cause to n court of record.
The jury found for defendant.

MARINE COURT.PART 3.
Action Against a Surety for a Lease.

Before Judge Howland.
William 9. Rtdabock vs. phllip Isaacs..This ac¬

tion is brought against ths defendant as surety on
a lease for the payment of the rent In case of the
failure of the tenant. The amount clulmcd la
$200, wltn Interest. Tho lease was made out in the
names ef the plalntltf andPuulin Aaron, and signed
P. Aaron & Sen, which signature was erased and
"Pauline Aaron'' written tinder It. The plaintiffs
agent testified that Aaron first signed the name

IP. Aaron & Son, and then upon his objecting to
I that signature iio ran his pen through It an 1 wrote

Pauline Aaron and his own name; that the lease
was afterwards takeu to the defendant in that con¬
dition, when he signed as surety.
On the part of the deience ii was sought lo be es¬

tablished that the suretyship was for P. Aaron &
Son, and that the erasure and substitution of the
signature "Pauline Aaron" took place after the de¬
fendant's signing it. And the further objection was
taken that "Pauline Aaron" is the name out woman,
and not that of the party to whom tho lease was
made."Paulln."
The Court lound that the signature P. Aaron A

Son was erased and the other name substituted be¬
fore the deleudant's signature, and that the evi¬
dence showed that the defendant became surety
lor Paulin Aaron, a man, and not for a woman, ren¬
dering judgment in favor of the plaintiff for f 214 50.
For plaintiff, Paddock & Cannon; for defendant, C.
Fine.

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS.
Alleged Forgery of a Satisfaction Piccc.

A Technical Acquittal.
Before Becorder Ilackett.

Tho fore nart ot yesterday's session ef this Court
was consumed in the trial or an indictment for
forgery In tho third degree against Henry M. Low-
enstein, tho allegation being that, on the 10th of
May, 1870, lie forged a satisfaction of judgment
with Intent to defraud William W. jnd Charles A.
Bobbins. It uppears that these gentlemen ob¬
tained a judgment against A. Lowcnsteln, the wile
of the delcndant, in the Supreme Coilft for $450 TO,
which was entered on the 18th of May, 1808. As¬
sistant District Attorney Russell opeued the
case for tho people and called Isaac T.
Brown, a docket clerk in the Countv Clerk's
ofllce, who swore that on tho 13th day
el Juno, 1872, Lowcnsteln presented the papershown tehim [the alleged forged document]. Mr.
Russell asked the witness what Lowenstcin said
at the time, whereupon Mr. A. Oakev Ilall, who
defended Lowenstcin, objected to the question,
and proceeded, In an elaborate argument, to urge
tnat the indictment was defective. The main ob¬
jection made by the learned counsel was that the
so-called satisfaction piece was invalid on Its
face and could not be the subject of lorgery. Tie
statute expressly stated that, before a satlsiac-
tlon piece could be uttered at ail In Its genuine
shape, it must be averred that the party so offer¬
ing it was personally knewn to the Commissioner.
The indictment lailed to sot forth that important
fact, and was, therefore, a fatal omission.
Mr. Russell, ia replying to the argument, con¬

tended that It could not be successfully urged that
at least the instrument in question did not pur¬
port to discharge tho obligation which It was in-
tended to discharge. He said that the other quos-
lion was "sprung ' by the counsel, and lie (Mr.
Russell) not having had time to examine the
autnorlties quoted by the counsel for the delcnd¬
ant, he suggested tnat the trial should pieced,
und these questions be fully argued upon an arrest
of judgment.
Mr. Hall replied that all things wcro "sprung,"

and that it would not be expected that he
would publish his paints in advance in
the newspapers. He quoted a decision of Judge
Sutherland at tlie General Term, which he claimed
sustained the objection that lie made to the Indict¬
ment, and asked the Court to Instruct the Jury to
acquit his client.

The Recorder held that the peint taken by Mr.
Hall was good, and was sustained by the decision
or the General 'form and t he court of Appeals. He
had no ebjectlon to permit the trial to proceed if
the counsel lor the accused would not press the
ebjectlon.
Mr. Hall renewed his request to have the jury In¬

structed to render a verdict of net guilty, ami His
Honor accordingly did so, and the accused was ac¬
quitted.
A "Past" Youth Sent to tlie Peniten»
tiary for Stealing a Diamond Pin.
Charles Stapf, a youth, was tried and convicted

of grand larceny, ho having stolen a diamond pin
ou the 10th of July last, valued at $175. from tho
person of Miles Connolly. Captain McC'ullough ar¬
rested the boy in a gambling saloon en Broadway
and found a pawn-ticket tor the pin In his pocket,
which enabled him to recover the property. Tho
accused told the Captain that he took it in a
"lark," but wnen he went on the stand had the
audacity to swear that he picked it up on the side¬
walk.
Tho Recorder, in passing sentence, said that

Stapf was a bad boy ; but, as the jury reeemraended
hiin to mercy, the sentence was modified te im¬
prisonment iu tho Penitentiary for three year*.

Larcenies.
Ernest Kraus pleaded guilty to an indictment

charging him with stealing clothing, valued at $35,
from the premises of Ludwig Trambauer, on tho
7th of February. Ho was sent to the State Prison
for two years.
Wm. Brantigan (a boy), charged with stealing a

bracelet, a watch and $:w In money, on the 7th
lust., the property er Margaret Coglcy, pleaded
gulitv. As the prisoner was under sixteen years
oi aj;e, he was sent to the House of Refuge.

Acquittals..
Henry Sturtz, a foremaa In Singer's Manufactur¬

ing Company, was placed on trial, charged with
cutting Albert Wlrl In th» wrist with a knife, on
the 11th of October, at 24# Broome street. The facts
developed in the trial showed that on the day In
question the defendant, who was shown to be a

very peaceable man, accompanied Wm. Poliade and
Caroline Keeling to tho house or the complainant
to demand a retraction of an alleged slandereus
statement. Wlrl took up a knile and threatened
to kill them, nnd while Sturtz held his hand to pre¬
vent him stabblug Schade, he was slightly wounded
In the wrist. Tho jury promptly rendered a verdict
of not guilty.
Ferdinand Blelschofskl was placed on trial

charged with obtaining $41by false representations
from Jacob Stantherman on the 1st. of February.
Alter the examination oftno complainant had pro¬
ceeded for a whllo th« prosecuting eillcer stated
that he was satisfied he could not preve the offenco
and abandoned the case. The jury were Instructed
to render a verdict of not guilty, and the Court ad¬
journed.

THIRO OIITWCT COURT.
"Narihitl'i F*»»."
Before Judge Fowler.

Smith vs. IIull et a)..This was an action by a

former City Marshal far his fees upon a levy made
in 1971, under a Judgment In anotker case, which
went up on appeal and was afterward* pa(4 and
settled upon aftlrmance In the General Term.
The defendants claim that he Is not entitled to

anything from them and has no right of action, and
Insist upon the Marshal looking to the plaintiff or
Ms attorney for his fees, and cites a cane In the
Court of Appeals sustaining Mielr position. Decision
reserved. Mr. Smith appeared in person and Mr.
Arthur w. Williams for the delendants.

.
JEFFERSON MARKET POLICE COURT.

The Greene Street Miootlng Affray.
At tbo Jeflerson Market Tollcc Co*rt yesterday.

Defore Justice Ledwlth, Joha Wallace, of 430 West
Nineteenth street, was charged with firing a pistol
at John Murphy, of 17i Forsyth street. The evi¬
dence showed that the two men became engaged
In a quarrel In a drinking saloon In (ireeno street ;
that tney adjourned thence to the sldewaU, when
Wallftce drew a pistol and tired two shots at his
antagonist, hitting him In the back aid In the
hand, but not seriously. lie was committed, with¬
out ball, to answer.

Highway Rohbtry,
William Dougherty, seventeen years of a« \ wfu

charged with highway robbery by one David Cal-
laghan, a stranger from Maine. The complainant
testified tJUat th« nrioouer kJi'Kkuii h>in .lv**u ia

the street and robbed him of IS. He was com¬
mitted to answer.

COURT CALEWOAHS.THIS OAT.
StTTRRMK Copbt.Circuit.Part 1.Held hy Jndpre

Fancher..Nos. 823«. 40ft, 789, 47, 30ft, 371 \i, 387 K,
753, 1049, 1011*, 381. 383. 129. 467. 843, 849K. 023, 991,
103ft. Part 2 Held by Judge Davis..Nos. 2182,
1008, 1080, .'>52, 068 J,, 1130. 2264, 274, 300, 458 tf, 400,
020, 040, 708, 840, 010X, 9'JH, 1084, 1254, 1902.
SrfRKMK Court.chambers.Held by Judge Bar¬

rett..Nos. 21, 25, 34, 35, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41. 42. 43, 44,
45, 40, 07, 120. 121, 131, 149, 153, 154, 172, 185, 193,
195, 228. 231. 232, 250, 208, 209, 271, 273, 275, 280, 282,
294. Call 299.
Sitf.rior Cocrt.Part 1.Held by Judge Freed-

nian..Nt08. 2049, 339, 1503, 2431. 1521, 809, 2123,
2)20, 2127, 2128, 2003, 1859, 47, 1831, 1895. 2109, 2083,
1077, 2143, 1205. Part 2.Held by Judge Curtis..
NOS. 50, 1702, 1858, 1800, 1870, 1672, 187«j 1878, 1880,
1882, 1884, 1880. 1 890, 1892. 1894, 189H, 190'J, 1904, 1910,
1918, 1920, 1922, 1928, 1928, 1930, 1U32, 1030, 1938, 1M2,
1944, 1940, 1948, 1964, 1958, lyOO.
Court of Common Plkas.Trial Tkrm.Part 1.

Held by Judge J. F. Daly..Noh. 1012, 1940, 1028, 3194,
909. 972, 1599, 487, 200, 1008, 570, 1332, 1903, 044, 045,
1017. Part 2 Held by Judge Larremore..Nog. 2(14,
1561, 1427, 1052, 1095, 3275, 2030, 2002, 1031, 1540, 10^7,
2124, 2125, 2128, 2130.
Couit ok Common Pi.kas.Equity Tkrm.Held

by Judge Itohm sou..No*. 30, 53, 29, 45, 40, 55, 60, 2,
9, 21, 27, 62, 03, 04, 0, 14. 20, 54
Marine Court.Trial Term.rart l.Hold by

Judge CurtlH..Nos. 688, 1879, 1141, 22C7, 1813, 1775,
1863, 1858, 1875. 1880, 1017, 1293, 439, 1003, 1004. Part
2.Held bv Judge Spauldlng..Nos. 1308, 1652, 1850,
1820, 1072, 1785, 1910, 1918, iOOO. 1094, 442, 1597, 1920,
1931, 1922. Part 3.Held by Judge llowland..Nob.
1740, 1869, 18)0,2320,2135,1800, 1890,1893,1894, 803,
1912, 1170, 2397, 2400, 2417, 2183.

BROOKLYN COOTRT8.

SUPREME COURT.CIRCUIT.
Alleged Breath of Contract.

Before Judge Tappen.
F.llphalet stratton has bi ought suit against

Elizabeth H. Sears to recover 1 1,000 damages for
an alleged breach of contract In refusing to conveyto him, on certain conditions, two houses tn Forty-ninth street.

It is claimed by the defendant that in part pay¬
ment lor the houses thu plaint ill was to convey to
hor a c#rtaln stock of hardware, which he refused
to do. v ueuco, lease on the contract fell through.

COURT OF SESSIONS.
A Father Killing Ills Child*

Before Judge Moore.
Peter Fox, a rough, dissipated fellow, was yes¬

terday tried for manslaughter, In having caused
tho death of his son, a lad of about fourteen years.
Fox lived In the tenement house 62 Hepklns street,
and while drunk, on the evening of the 4th of
February last, ho l>eat and kicked his sou, because
tho latter relusod to go out and procure some beer.
The blows and t he cries of the poor boy were heard byother inmates of tho house, Uut none of thrin inter¬
fered. Young Fox W2£ So badly Injured that ho
died on the following day, and an examination or
his body revealfed wounds about the Mead aud ab¬
domen.
The tlefcnoe gave out that the boy had died of

sinall-pox or some other fell disease, but the prose-
Cutlou provod plainly tho state ot facts related
above, and tho jury promptly convicted the pi ih-
oner of manslaughter In tho fourth dogree. Judge
Moore thereupon sentenced lilm to the Peniten¬
tiary for t wo yearn, remarking that hew a* fortu¬
nate lu escaping with such a light conviction.

A Bigamcui Coachman.
James Fox, n coachman, was convlctod of bigamy

yesterday, ne was tried onco bolore, but the Jury
disagreed. Fox married Mary Ann Orgleton, a
cook, in 1870, and, shortly after the honeymoon, he
sent his Mary Aim "over tho sea" lor the os¬
tensible purpose of having her return
with some of bis folks. During her
absenco he wooed and wen a buxem chambermaid
named Maggie Scanlon. Fathor McKlroy united
the pair in the holy bonds. Maggie was not aware
that James had already been married. When Mary
Ann returned and discovered this piece of
treachery she caused the husband's arrest, and
While he was In fail awaiting trial Pox attempted
to commit sulciuo by severing an artery in his
arm.
The jury yesterday considered the case for a

couple of hours and then RBnounced tholr vcrdict.
The prisoner was remanded.

THE GREAT TRAIN HOAX.
The "Pagan Dictator" and Ilia Proiecn*
tors in Court.Who Are tho lianat leu t
The curtain rone on tho second act of the great

Train comedy In the Court De Lrmatico Irnptirendo,
presided over by Chief Justice Daly, at four o'clock
yesterday afternoon. The audience was quite as

large as at the matlntfe of the provlous day, a num¬
ber of ladles occupying orchestra chairs in front.
"The coming Dictator'' appeared with a coachman's
nosegay in his buttonhole, and smiled and bowed
on the learned Judge, Surgeon General Hammond,
the gentleman who holds George is insane, and
the andlence generally. The opinion seems to
have gained ground wilh those who were present
In Court during tho Investigation of the
last two days, from the wondarful qnletnde and
gentlemanly bearing of the alleged "lunatic,"
that Mr. Train is playing tho hugest kind of a
practical Joke on tne authorities, and that now,
when the farce Is nearly ended, he Is willing to be¬
come serious and surround himself with a phalanx
of counsel to ralso his bill of "damages" for all that
he lias suffered In his lust 'Bastile." Mr. Goorge
Bemis, Mr. Train's private secretary, who was ac¬
companied by several ladles, occupied a seat near
the Dictutor. The good Mrs. Hlshop, with the law¬
yer whom she has leed to save Mr. Train, had ulso

1 seats In Court. Tho funniest and most suggestive'
scene in the whole comedy was when, at the ad¬
journment of the Court, Surgeon General Ham¬
mond and "the coming Dictator" held a most ani¬
mated conversation, apparently with great! earnestness on both sides. Only oue witness was

j examined, whose testimony was not concludod at
the time of the adjournment.

TESTIMONY OK DK. HAMMOND.
Dr. Win. A. Hammond testified.Had made the

question of mental diseases his special study for
tho last nine years; In connection with this pres¬
ent case visited the Tombs on tho 18th and 17th of
last month to examine Mr. Train and to
report upon his mental condition to the Dis¬
trict Attorney; on arriving at the Tombs
expressed a wish to see Mr. Train In the
counsel room; was told by the Warden that he
refused to leave his cell; proceeded to the cell and
found him ljlng on the bed, with his clothes on
and a blanket wrapped round him; in conversa¬
tion he said that lie had expected, on his return

j from Europe, to have been elected President of the
I'nltod States, but that he despised the position
now, and wouldn't accept it If offered to him; that
he was then "i'agan Dictator;" that he would
sweep Grant out of power, and that he alone
should rule the country; asked htm If ho
would use tho guillotine; Train said no,
that he was a humane man, which I (witness) be-

I Have he is; he said he was chief of tho Commune;
| that lie would displace Grant; that the Tombs

would be razed and that the streets of New York
I would run with blood; out of these delusions he

could not bo reasoned, and that ts an undoubted
! proof of his insanity: if he could be reasoned out

of these assumptions or kls there would not be the
same amount of delusion; I tried liitn la this
regard.
The Court.State to the Jury what parsed be¬

tween you and Mr. Train on that point, In which
you reasoned with and contradicted him.
witness.I said to him, "Hut you are not a pagan

Dictator;" but ke insisted that he was.
The Court Wlmt did he say ?
Witness.He replied, "1 am Pagan Dictator:" I

am convinced that when he said so he believed ho
was Dictator; It Is one of the most common delu¬
sions of Insane persons that they imagine and as¬
sert themselves to be certain notable personages;
the Emperor Napoleon aud Oeorge Washington
are favorite characters assumed by persons labor¬
ing under Insane delusions; these delusions mayexist for a lifetime with a person aud no injury
arise to any person from them; but there Is no tell¬
ing what they may lead to, because they may ex¬
tend at any moment; a man muy imagine himself
as Emperor of Kussla aud be harmless tor a timo;
may sit on his chair as a throne aud wield a stick
for a sceptre, but he may in a sudden moment
change from that, imagine hlsiseif clothed with
the power of lite and death, and kill ; I do not be¬
lieve that Mr. Tr iln's delusion Is likely to extend
so far; ho rather appear* to be Jolly in his dulu-
tlons.
Cross-examined by Mr. Clttrke Bell.The confine¬

ment which Mr. Train suffered from In his cell In
the Tombs would lie likely to develop insanity in
any person predisposed to it ; in reference to the

: question of Dictator, he said he was the Dictator
Of 1873 ; in fact he said to mo (witness), in this
court room, that he Is now Dictator; 1 believe Mr.
Train has now disease <>f the brain.

Q. Doctor, did be tell you what was the matter
with yonrself.that you had the .. t (Laughter.)
A. No; I tnlnk not. ,

o. Didn't he tell rou that you weighed twenty
pounds too much f A. I think he did; he may
have satd that i required additional exercise.

(j. That you are subject to die of apoplexy T A.
He did. (Laughter.)

u. Did he advise you to take TurkUU baths t a.
He did.

y. For the purpose of reducing vonr avoirdupois
A. I suppose so.(laughter) ; witn reference to the
prosecution against him be said he had to plead
guilty, but that he had committed no offence; he
laid h< would stay In the Toiubs and that they
conlU not get rid of hlra.

A copy or tho Tpleoo Sun, containing a report of
the interview ot the Medical Commission with
Train in Ids cell in the Tombs, aud wblcn it was
admitted had been written and iurnlshed by Mr.
Train himself, was then handed to Dr. Hammond.
Dr. Hammond read the article aloud by direction
of the court and by consent ot counsel, with such
as evldvut ituistv for iu contests Ui»t ttc made

Its points ten 18 favor of deorge's humor sad MP*oasm and with much offeot that the audience wtfoonvulsed wltU laughter Irom its opening »ara-irrm>h to lta olose.
The Court then adjourned till four o'clock ttda

UNITED STATES SUPREME COTTBtT.
WASHINOTOy, April lfl, Wt

No. loo. Dair et al. vs. United States.Error to
tho Circuit Court for the District of Indiana..
This was an action on a distiller's bond. The de-
fence of the sureties was that the bond was signed
by thein iu blank, upon condition that one Cloud
should become a joint obligor before tho delivery of
the bond ; but that It was delivered by the princi¬
pals without obtaining the signature of Cloud, and
without their knowledge. The District Court found,
lor the (iovernment, as ajralnst tho principals, bat
in favor of the sureties. The Circuit Court reversed
that decree, uud upon a second trial th®
verdict was against principals aud sureties.
It is hero Insisted thut until the boad*
passed out of tho possession of tho obligors, with;
their consent, It was not valid, and that having
been by them placed in the hands of another for
certain purposes the possession of that other i*
their possession, as their agent, and those who
deal with the agent, are not protected, unless his
acts arc within his authority. The government
contends that, a^ the bond was regular and per*
loot 011 its face and actually delivered without a
stipulation, it cannot be avoided on the plea hero
made. Messrs. McDonald and Bntler, for plaintiffs
In error ; Assistant Attorney General mil tor gov*
ernment.
No. 164. Crnpo et al. vg. Kelly, Sheriff of tho Citjr

and County of New York.Error to tho New York
Supreme Court..This was a proceeding in attaoh-
ment against tho ship Arctic, at the suit of a New
York creditor. The assignees of the owners under
the Massachusetts insolvent laws gave a bond pur¬
suant to tho New York statutes, and recovered
possession ol the ship, anrl the question was, in a*
act ion bv the Sheriff, on tho bond, who was enti¬
tled to the property r The ship was registered at?
Fair Haven, conn., whero all the owners resided*,
and about fifty duvs before the attachment tho
plaintiffs in error becamc the assignees of the
owners of an undivided ene-half for the benefit of,
their creditors, by proceedings taken In the Court
or Massachusetts, the ship at the time being at
sea. The Supreme Court gave the Insolvent pro¬
ceedings in Massachusetts no lorce as to
property beyond the Jurisdiction of tho Court*because tho Insolvents themselves made uo trans¬
fer, holding that, as the Court had only jurisdiction
of the persons of the insolvents, it was necessary
that they should aid the Court by joining the trans-*
fer In order to glvo It any effoct abroad. This Court
held that the title of the portion of tho ship ownedby the Insolvents was vested In Crapo and nla asso¬
ciates by virtue ol the proceedings In the Insol*
venoy Court, and that this being the case they-
were Just as much entitled to the property now n»
if it had gone down in the Pacific seas, in whtclt
case they would have been bound to collect tho in¬
surance and distribute it among the creditors. The;
judgment la reversed. Mr. Justice Clifford did aotf
agree with the opinion, but concurred in its con¬
clusions. Mr. Justice Bradley dissented. Mr. Jus-
tlce Hunt delivered the opinion ol the Court.
No. 270. Carlisle et al. vs. United States..Ap¬

peal irom tho Court of Claims..In this ease the
appellants claimed tho proceeds of slxty-flve bale*
of cotton captured by the government. The Court
of Claims feund that they were entitled to recover
unless debarred by having given aid aud c^aiiortj.
to the reV.rUiiui but finding triKt rtej
had given aid and comfort to tho rebel¬
lion, held, they being aliens, that they*
were not entitled to claim the benefits of amnesty
and could not, therefore, recover. This Court liolit
that the amnesty proclamations of the 1'resident
apply to aliens as well as to citizens, and reverse
the judgment, directing the Court of Claims to
enter a judgment for the claimants. Mr. Justice
Field delivered the opinion.
No. 201. Bonneronikle vs. Mayor, Ac., of George-

town..Appeal from the Supreme Court of the Dis¬
tricts Columbia This was tho aflirmance of a
decree declaring the right of the old corporatloa
of Goorgetown, under its charter, to evact of the
appellant a tax for certain street Improvements.
Mr. Justice Hunt delivered thcopiuion.

TV

HOUSES, ROOMS, «F., WASTMP.
In till* City and Brooklyn*

Rooms is a private family.for a gentlr.
mnn, wife, child mid nnr-sc. Address O. C., ho* 11%

lit raid Uptown IWmii Ii office.

\»rANTi;n-A STORE ROOM IX ATTIC; A MITC
tt wishing to sture some Unlit article* of tmrnlttire ; thflr
house to lie occupied; vicinity west nlde. Address O. G..
box lit Birikl i ptown Rrancli office.

fANTED-TO RENT. FOR THE SUMMER. COM-
/ mencitig wlih May 1 to 10, or for the entiru year, if

all suits, a medium sized plainly hut well furnished
House, within one boor's ride by rail or boat from Hew
York; neighborhood of Nyok or Y.nkers ore ferret! ;
must be near depot or landing ; rent, about tl.Ofi per an¬
num. Addrcs«, with particulars, MERCHANT, box 1.6W
Post office, New York.

WANTED.BV A SMALL FAMILY, FROM ABOUT
1st May. a Parlor Floor and Basement In a qulet^

healthy locality. Address N. M. <)., Herald office.
YBTANTRD BY ORNTLRMAN ARB WIFR-TWO 0^
T? three comforlablo ltooms in a private house loca¬
tion between Fortieth soil Sixtieth streets. Address^
Stating rent, E. K. R., 1H7 Fast Elrhty -second street

YI7ANTRD.A, PARLOR AND DINTNO ROOM SUIT*.
M Mack walnut must lie In Rood condition and but

little used. Any party hiving such to dispose of at a low
prlc.o will address, giving description, lowest price, Ac.,
r. w.t bos im Herald ottieo.

XJffANTED.A ROOM AND BEDROOM, UNFUK-
TT nlslied, in the upper part of the city, by a man and
w ife. In a house with a private family nnd gent*ei neigh-
borliood. Address for two days H.hox 17S Herald office.

TXTANTBO-A SECOND STORY on FltKNCn FLAT,
TT lurnlshed. on Fifth avenue, with cooking arrange¬
ment*, tor a gentleman and hlswite, with service; pos¬
session May I, Im'j. M. A. J. LYNCH, (18 Cedar street.

"IITAN'TED.THREE ROOMS, SECOND FLOOR, RY
TT gentleman and wife, between Twelfth and Klitloth
streets, and Ninth and Third avenue* j private house j
rent $S). Address C. A. C., Font office, Jersey City. If. J,
YITaNTEI)-BY A SINGLE GENTLEMAN, AN UN-
TT luml-died Room and Bedroom In a private houses
west side preferred and in gcoJ neighborhood. Addr-s*
X., Heraiu office. '

\VrANTED.AN UNFURNISHED FI.Odll, WITH
TT lour or more rooms, baihrooin, Ac., between TenUl1
and Thirty -fourth streets and Fojjriii and Sixth avenue*
preferred. Address A. F., box 1.2&I 1'ost office.

YYfANTED.IMMEDIATELY, HOUSE, CITY OR
TT vicinitv, furulslied or partly, where part of rent
will bo received In hoard, with privilege of oHicr board¬
ers. Address PARTICl LARS, Herald office.
"11 *"ANTED.A FURNISHED ROOM FRONTING WASHi-
TT ington square, by a gentleman ; will keep it ail Hum¬
mer it suited. Address T H. W., Hcral office.

WANTED-RY GENTLEMAN AND WIFE. TW(J
large or three sma'l Rooms, not above Tontn street

nor below Canal; rent not to exceed $18. AddroM
HOUSEKEEPER, 114 Christopher street, all tlm week.

/"ANTED.IN UNION SQUARE OR VICINITY, Jkf Parlor and two Bedrooms, furnished, on second or
third door, for one year, by a gentleman and wile. Ad«
dress F. M. u.. box 8,1/5 Post office, with full particulars.
TYTARTRD.LOWER FART OP HOUSE* OR FIRST'.
TT and Second Floors, between Fourth and Nineteenth^

streets, Broadway and Sixth avenue. Address D.
FULLER, care F. G. Smith ± Co., 427 Broome streot.

WANTED-BY AN ELDERLY GENTLEMAN, WITH,
out board, one Isrge, or targe and small Room. see.

ond floor, partially or entirely furnish* <1, between Eighth
and Thirty-fourth streets, and Sixth and Fourth avenuesj
private house preferred rent not to exceed 912 per week.
Address FIFTY-ONE. Herald office.
YITASTED TO RENT OR PURCHASE.A MEDIUM.
TT si/.ed Ilotiso, near Broadway and Twenty -second

street. Address, stating particulars and iocatl'.'U, MER¬
CHANT, sUUou t\

w

tn the Country.' ,

YTT-ANTED-FOR A SMALL FAMILY OF GENTLE.
TT man and wite only, within an hour of City Hall, .
small neat Cottage of "about 1 rooms, with garden, musj.be in pcrlect order and with all conveniences;.rent Ui>t
to exceed $4iM. Address M. E. 0., Jr., Herald office.

WANTED.TO HIRE A FRUIT FARM. WITH THK
privilege of buying, one hour from <*J tjr . on*

mile from depot; good buildings: rent WtWorWo* Ad»

dress, with time table, S. HANFoRD, 7<>t f.ilrd avenue.
New York.

POST OWWICM iVOTlCE.

POST OFFICE NOTICR. ,

The Mails for Europe, during the week ending Satur-'
dav. Aorll I#. 1*75, will close at this office on Wednesday
at li M on I tiurj.luy »t 11 A M and oil Saturday at 7&
ami 11 A. M. T. L. JAMES, Postmaster.

LOAN OFFICES.

T WOLF BROTHERS', H96 BROADWAY. BETWEEN
Nineteenth and Twentieth streets.Money loaned

on Watches. Diamonds, Jewelry. Silverware, Silks, and.
particularly Pianos; private parlor for ladles; buslues*
strictly confidential.

American office.established issa-ant
amount loanea on Watches, Diamonds, Jewelry.,

Silverware, India Shawls, Locos, Valuables, Ac. ; er will
buy; utmost value given. J. U. HARRINOER.

733 Hroadway, opposite Astor place. .

At 697 HROADWAY, CORNER FOURTH STREET..
Liberal advances on Diamonds. Watches. Jewolry,

Silks, Camel's Hair Shawls, Laces and personal prone rip.
of every description. JAMES P. MATTHEWS.

AT 57 THIRTEENTH STREET. NEAR BROADWAY.--
I pay the highest prlco for Diamonds, Watches and

Jewelry: advance #n the same. ISAACS, Diamond
Hrokcr. 57 Thirteenth -treet, near Broadway.

'XCk Nassau syrekt, (opposite post office.-'
tJfJ Liberal advances made on Diamonds, Watchev
Jowelrv and all kinds of merchandise. The same bouglii
and sold Room I. II W.MAN LEOPOLD.

A H'J SIXTH AVENUE, BETWEEN TWENTY-FOURTH
7tUO and Twentyflrtb streets.. Liberal advances mado
on Diamonds, Watches. Jewelry, Silks, Laces and Shawls.
.Same bought at full vnluo. L. HKRNARD.

/}Q,r HROADWAY, CORNER AMITY HTREET.-
UOi) Money lilierally advanced on Diamonds, Wats*he%
jewelry and all Merchandise, at the old-estahltshod
Loan office. Same tKiught and sold. M. R09KNHK.K«J.

1 ()/» 7 HROADWAY. OVER HERALD BRANCH
1 .m') I office, room B..Parlors lor ladles; branch in
Fultou streot, Brooklyn. Money loaned <>n Diamonds.

Jwvlry, Ac Bamc bs'uht sod sold.
Ll.NDL'


